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P.O.Box250
Big Piney, Wyoming 83113
Telephone (307) 276-3331

Belco Petroleum Corporation

e July 16, 1979

Mr. Edgar W. Guynn, District Engineer
United states Geological Survye
8440 Federal Building
Salt Lake City, Utah 84138

RE: Applications for Permit to Drill

Dear Mr. Guynn:

Attached are Applications for Permit to Drill, Survey
Plats, BOP diagrams and Surface Use and Operating Plans for
the following Stagecoach locations:

STAGECOACH 15-27
SE¼, Section 27, TSS, R21E
Uintah County, Utah

STAGECOACH 16-26
NW¾, Sectîon 26, T8S,. R21E
Uintah County, Utah

STAGECOACH 17-25
NW NW Section 25, T8S, R21E
Uintah County, Utah

Very truly yours,

BELCO DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
8888ML Sisim si

ABO4 SONUELER
Leo R- Schueler
District Manager

MEP/rgt

.Attachments
cc: Utah Division of Oil'~ inin

Guir Oil Company, Mr. J. D·. Richards
Houston
Denver
Vernal



Form 9-331C SUBMIT IN TRIPIJOATE* Form approved.
(May 1963) (Other instructions on Iludget Burean No. 42-R1421

UNITED STATES re erse sise>

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR LEASE DE GNATiÖka 2

GEOLoelcAL SURVEY UTAH 9 613
APPLICATION FOR PERMITTO DRILL,DEEPEN,OR PLUG BACK O. ÍFINDIAÑrALLOTTËÈORTEIBENAME

in. TYPSOF WORK UTE (SURFACE)

b. TTrmor wsLL

DRILL DEEPEN PLUG BACK 7. UNIT AGREEMENT NAME

VELL OTEIER
LE 8. PARM OR LEASE NAME

2. NAM$ O OPEhkEOR STAGECOACH
BELCO Petroleum . CORPORATION Û. WELL NO.

3. ADDR$ g OPERATO 16-26
P.Ö. BOX X, VERNAL, UTAH 84078 ~1o.

FIELD AND POOL, OB WILDCAT

4. LOCATION or WELI. (Report location cÏeatly and in accordance with any State requireinents.*) STAGECOACH - WASATCHAt surface
11. sme., T , R., M., om BLK.1331' FWL & 1337 ' FNL (Center NW¾) amo soavar on anna

At proposed prod. zone
sa e SEC 26, TSS, R21E

14. DISTANCE IN MILES AND DIRËCTiON FROM AREST TOWN OR POST OFFICE* 12. COUNTY OR PARISH 13. STATa

UINTAH UTAH
1 . DISTANCA PRO3i PROPOSED* 10. NO. OF ACR$S IN LËASE Ì7. NO. (F ACRLS ASSIGNED

LOCATION TO .NEAREST TO T IIS WELL
PROPERTY OR LEASE LINE, FT. 188 0(Also to nearest drlg. unit line, if any)

18. DiSTANCE FROM PROPOSED LOCATION* 1Û. PROPOSED DEPTH 20. ROTARY OR CABIE TOOLS
TO N.EAREST WELL, Dit1LLING, COMPLETED, 7 6 7 0 '
OR APPLIED FOR, ON TIIIS LEASM, FT.

21. ELEVATIONS (Slaow wllether by, RT, ûR, etc.) 22 APPROT D

4798 ' Nat GL August,
_1_9 9

23. PROPOSED CASING AND CEMENTING PROGRAM

SIZE OF HOLE SI2E OF CASING WEIGHT PER FOOT SETTING DEPTH QUANTITY OF CEMENT

200 ' 200 sx
7-7/8" 4½" 11.6# N-80 7670 ' 1000 sx

1. SURFACE FO RMATION - Uinta
2. EST . LOG TOPS: Green River 25§0 , Wasatch 914 '
3. Anticipate water through the Dinta, Tom e oil & gas shows through the
Green River and gas in the Wasatch from 5914 ' to TD .

4. CASING DESIGN: New casing as described above.
5. MIN. BOP: 10" Series 900 hyd double gate BOP. Test to 1000 psi prior
to drilling surface plug and on each trip for bit.
6. MUD PROGRAM: Awater base gel chemical mud weighted to 10.5 ppg will

be used to control the well.
7. AUX EQUIP: 2"3000 psi choke manifold and kill line, kelly cock, stabbing
valve and visual. mud monitoring.
8. TEST, LOG & CORES: Will run DIL, FDC-CNL-GR logs. No cores or DST's
are anticipated.
9. No abnormal pressures or problems are anticipated.
10 . Operations will commence approx 8 / 79 and end approx 8 / 79 .

IN ABOVE SPACE Dlc3CRIBE PROPOSED PROGRAM : If proposal is to deepen or plug back, give data on I>resent productive zone and proposed new prodiletive
zone. If proposal is to drill or deepen directionally, give pertinent data on subsurface locations and zucasured and true vertical depths Give blowout

entNEr program, if

TyrLE
ENGINEERING TECHNICIAN 7/16/79

APPROVEDBYTMEwmm
NRD ODNSOFAPPROVAL,IFANY: DiTE

DATE:

BY:



PROJECT

BELCO PETROL EûM CORP.

Well locati on STAGEGOACH # /6-26

T 8 S R 2/ £ S. /. & ß M located as shown in the center NW I/4
s • Section 26, TSS, R 21€, S.L.B.SM. Uintah

County, Utah.

S89°24'W SO9°l8 W

40. 34 40. 29

153 i
c5 o

STAGEC0A¢H # 16 - 26
È1ev. Ungraded Ground -

4798,

so
.* î 26oe

CERTIFICATE

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE PLAT WAS PREPARED FROlii

FIELD ROTES OF ACTUAL SURVEYS MADE BY ME OR UNDER MY

SUPERVISLON AND THAT THÉ SAME ARE TRUE AND CORR€CT TO THE
BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AÑD

------- REGISTERED 1.AND SURVEYO
REGISTRATION N (54
STATE OF UTAH

UTNTAR ENGINEERING Br LAND $URVËYlNG
BOX Q 110 EAST - FIRST SOUTH

RNAL, UTAli e4o7e
SCALE ÒATE

7/10779
S 89°18 ARTY REFERENCES

D A S.B. GLO Ptot
X Section Corners Located E FILE

eor Hof BELCO
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AÌLY DRILLING REPORT
Friday, August 1, 1980
Page 3

LOCATÎON STATUS:

DUCK CREEK 4-17 LOCATION BUILT
8-16GR - LOCATION BUILT
9-16GR LOCATION BUILT

lO-16GR LOCATION BUILT
ll-16GR LOCATION BUILT SURF SET S ET12-9 GR PERMITTED
13-17GR PERMITTED
17-16GR PERMITTED
18-16GR LOCATION BUILT, SURF SET
19-16GR PERMITTED
20-9 GR PERMITTED
21-9 GR PERMITTED
22-9 GR STAKED
23-16GR STAKED
24-17GR STAKED
26-8 GR STAKED

NATURAL DUCK 6-15GR PERMÍTTED
7-15GR PERMITTED
9-15GR BUILDING LOCATION

lO-21GR STAKED
ll-21GR STAKED
12-21GR STAKED
13-21GR STAKED
14-15GR PERMITTED

STAGËCOAÓH 16-26 LOCATION BUILT
17-25 PERMITTED
19-33 PERMITTED
20-7 PERMITTED
21-8 PERMITTED

(3AJ FEDERAL 1-4 LOCATION BUILT
1-5 PERMITTED

CHAPITA WELLS 42-13 LOCATION BUILT, SURF SET
49-25 WO USGS PERMIT
50-32 PERMITTED
51-32 PERMITTED
52-33 BUILDING LOCATION
53-33 WO USGS PERMIT
54-34 WO USGS PERMIT
55-20 WO USGS PERMIT, APD SENT 7-17-80
56-29 WO USGS PERMIT, APD SENT 7-17-80
57-29 WO USGS PERMIT, APD SENT 7-17-80
58-19 WO USGS PERMIT, APD SENT 7-17-80

SUMMIT CO. 1-4 WO STATE



.DAILY DRILLING REPORT
- Frlaay, JUne 6, 1980

VERNAL DISTRICT. Page 4

LOCATION STATUS

NBU 48-29B WOCU .JUN 25 1980CWU 43-11 WOCU

DiVISION OF
DUCK CREEK 4-17 LOCATION BUILT O!L, GAS & MINING8-16GR LOCATION BUILT9-16GR LOCATION BUILT10-16GR LOCATÎON BUILTll-16GR LOCATION BUILT, SURFACE SET12-9 GR APPROVED

13-17GR APPROVED
17-16GR APPROVED
18-16GR

, APPROVED
19-16GR APPROVED

.20-9 GR APPROVED21-9 GR APPROVED22-9 GR PERMISSION TO STAKE REQUESTED 6-4-8023-16GR PERMÏSSION TO STAKE REQUESTED 6-4-8024-17GR
PERMISSION TO STAKE REQUESTED 6-4-8026-8
PERMISSÍON-TO STAKE REQUESTEÐ 4180

NATURAL DUCK 6-15GR APPROVED7-15GR APPROVED9-15GR APPROVED14-15GR APPROVED
STÁGEÒÓACH 16- 6 LOCATION BUILT17-25 APPROVED19-33 APPROVED20-7 WO USGS APPROVAL, APD SENT 12-17-79, INSP.3-ll-821-8 WO USGS APPROVAL, APD SENT 12-17-79, INSP.2-12-8CWU FEDERAL 1-4 APPROVED1-5 IK) USGS APPRovAL, APD sENT 12-17-79, INSP.2-12-8
DHAPITA WELLS 42-13 LOCATION BUILT, SURFACE SET49-25 Wo USGS XÞPROVAL, APD SENT 5-15-8050-32 LOCATION APPROVED, WO BLM ACCESS ROAD APPROVAL51-32 LOCATION -APPROVED, WO BLM ACCESS ROAD APPROVAL52-33 WO USGS APPROVAL, APD SENT 5-15-8053-33 WO USGS APPROVAL, APD SENT 5-15-8û54-34 WO USGS ARPROVAIT APD 'SENT 5215-8055-20 PERMISSION TO STAKE REQUESTED 625-8056-29 PERMISSION TO STARE REQUESTED 6-5-8057-29 PERMÎSSION TO STAKE REQUESTED 6a548058-19 PERMISSION TO STAKE REQUESTED 625 80 -
UMMIT COUNTY 1-4 WO STATE APPROVAL, APD SENT



3AILY DRILLING REPORT
Friday, May 9, 1980
eage 4

VERNAL DISTRICT

LOCATION'STATUS
NBU 48-29B WOCUSTAGECOACH 18-17 WOCUCWU 43-11 WOCU

UCK CREEK 4-17 LOCATION BUILT8-16GR LOCATION BUILT79-16GR LOCATION BUILT10-16GR LOCATION BUILTvll-16GR LOCATION BUILT, SURFACE SET12-9 GR APPROVËD
13-17GR APPRGVED
17-16GR APPROVED
18-16GR APPROVED
19-16GR APPROVED20-9 GR APPROVED21-9 GR APPROVED

IATURAL DUCK 6-15GR APPROVED
, 7-15GR APPROVED

v2-15GR LOCATION BUILT, SURFACE SET9-15GR APPROVED
14-15GR APPROVED

TAGECOACH vi6-26 LOCATION BUILT17-25 APPROVED19-33 APPROVED .20-9 WO USGS APPROVAL, NID SENT 12-17-79, INSP. 3-11-8021-8 WO USGS APPROVAL, NID SENT 12-17-79, INSP. 2-12-80
WU FEDERAL 1-4 APPROVEDWU FEDERAL 1-5 WO USGS APPROVAL, NID SENT 12-17-79, INSP. 2-12-80
WU v42-13 LOCATION BUILT, SURFACE SETV48-19 LOCATION BUILT49-25 STAKED50-32 STAKED51-32 STAKED52-33 STAKED

53-33 STAKED54-34



VERNAL DISTRICT
APRIL 7, 1980

PAGE NO. 7

LOCATION STATUS

NBU 48-29B WOCU
/STGU 18-17 woCU
¿CWU 4 3-11 WOCU
¿CWU 46-30 WOCU
VND 5-15GR WOCU

JCwu 42-13 Location Built, surface set/ 48-19 Location built
DUCK CREEK 4-17 Location built

8-16GR Location buîlt
9-16GR Location built

10-16GR Location built
Vil-16GR Location built, surface set

12-9GR Approved
13-17GR Approved
15-16GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-13-79, inspected 2-11-8(
16-16GR Approved
17-16GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-13-79, inspected 3-11-81
18-16GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-13-79, inspected 3-11-81
19-16GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-13-79, inspected 2-11-81
20-9GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-13-79, inspected 2-12-83

NATURAL DUCK
6-15GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-11-79, inspected 2-11-81
7-15GR Approved
8-15GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 3-4-80
9-15GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 3-4-80

/ 14-15GR Approved
STAGECOACH 16-26 Location built

17-25 Approved
19-33 Wo USGs approval, NID sent 12-17-79, inspected 2-12-8)
20-7 WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-17-79, inspected 3-11-81
21-8 WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-17-79, inspected 2-12-81

CWÚFED 1-4 WO USGS approVal, NID sent 12-17-79, inspected 2-12-81
1-5 WO USGS approval, NID sent 12 17-79, inspected



VERNAL DISTRÏCT
MARCH 7, 1980

PAGE NO. 2

NBU 9-32GR Pumped 3 BO, 10 BW in 24 hrs, 80/o WC, TP-30, CP-10,
8 X 64 SPMXL, no gas vented

NBU 28-4B Flowed 30 MCF in 24 hrs,.48/64 choke, TP-750, CP-750,
625 Back PSI

NBU 54-2B Flowed 876 MCF in 24 hrs, 10/64 choke, TP-2100, CP-2100,
O BC, O BW

NBU 39-28B SI TP-700, CP-1000, SI 24 hrs
NBU 47-27B Open+to pit, TP-O, CP-1450, open to pit 192 hrs
NBS 1-32G SI TP-2130, CP-pkr, SI 72 .hrs

NBU 41-34B SI TP-1100, CP-1640, SI 120 hrs
EGNAR #1 1400 MCF, O BC, TP-700, LP-590, 68°

LOCATION STATUS

NBU 48-29B WOCU
STGU 18-17 WOCU
CWU 43-11 WOCU
CWU 46-30 WOCU

CWU 42-13 Location built, surface setty/Ò48-19 Location built
DUCK CREEK 4-17 Location built

8-16GR Location built
9-16GR Location built

10-16GR Location:-bùilt
11916GR Location built
12-9GR Approved
13-17GR Approved
14-16GR Building location
15-16GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-î3-79, inspected 2-11-8016-16GR Approved
17-16GR WO USGS approvel, NID sent 12-13-79
18-16GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-13-79.
19-16GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-13-79, inspected 2-11-802O-9GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-13-79, inspected 2-12-8021-9GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-13-79, inspected 2-12-80

NATURAL DUCK 5-15GRApproved
6-15GR WO USGS approval, NID se.nt 12-11-79, inspected 2-11-807-15GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-11-79, inspected 1-7÷808-15GR WO USGS approval, NÎD seat 3-4-80
9-15GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 3-4-80

14-15GR Approved
STAGECOACH 16L26 Location built

17-25 Approved
19-33 WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-17-79, inspected.2-12-80
20-7 YO USGS approval, NID sent 12-17-79
21-8 WO USGS approval, NID s-ent 12-î7-79, inspected 2-12-80

CWU FED 1-4 WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-17-79, inspected 2-12-801-5 WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-17-79, inspected



VERNAL DI STRICT
DECEMBER 28, 1979

PAGE NO. 3

NBU 41-34B SI TP-1600, CP-1650, SI 96 hrs
NBU 47-27B SI TP-1175, CP-12OO, SI 192 hrs
STGU¯14-34

SI TP-18OO, CP-1800, SI 144 hrs
.

EGNAR #1 1450 MCF, O BC, TP-600, CP-550, 62

LOCATION STATUS

CWU 42-13 Location built43-1î Location built, surface set46-30 WO USGS approval, NID sent*9-11-79, inspected 9-27-7947-30 '
- WO USGS approval, NÎD sent 9-11-79, inspected 9-27-7948-19 Apporved

DUCK CREEK 4-17 Location built8-16GR Location built9-16GR Approved
10-16GR Building location11-16GR Location built12-9GR Approved
13-17GR Approved
14-16GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-13-79 JAN 24498015-16GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-13-79î6-16GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-13-7917-16GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-13-79 DATSIONOF18-16GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-13-79 OIL,GAS&MINING19-16GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-132792O-9tR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-î3-7921-9GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-13-79NAT DUCK 5-15GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-11-796-15GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-11-797-15GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-11-7914-15GR Approved

STGU 16- 6 Location built17-25 Approved
19-23 WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-17-7920-7 WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-17-792,1-8 WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-17-79CWU FED 1-4 WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-17-791-5 WO USGS approval, NID sent 12-17-79

NBU 41-34B TESTING
NBU 44-258 TESTING
NBU 47-278 TESTING
NBU 48-298 WOCU.
NBU 56-11B WO HOOKUP
NBU 59-24B WO HOOKUP
NBU 67-308 WO



' Oil and Cas Drilling
. E No·480-79

United States Department of the Interior
Geological Survey

8440 Federal Building
Salt Lake City, Utah 84138

Usual Environmental Analysis

Le se No. U-9613

Op rator Belco Petroleum Corporation Well No. 16-26

Lo ation 1331'FWL 1337' FNL Sec. 26 y,8S R. 21E

Co nty Uintah State Utah Field Stagecoach-Wasatch

Status: Surface Ownership Tribal Minerals Federal

Joi t Field Inspection Date August 15, 1979

Pa ticipants and Organizations:

Crgig Hansen USGS- Vernal

Dale Hanburg BIA - Ft. Duchesne

Rißh Schatz Belco Petroleum

Bu Pease Pease Construction

Re ated Environmental Analyses and References:

Reviewed by:
An lysis Prepared by: George Diwachak

Craig Hansen Environmental Scientist
Environmental ScientistSalt Lake City, UtahVernal, Utah

Da e: August 15, 1979



VERN DISTRICT
NOVEMBER 30, 1979

PAGE NO. 2 .

CWU TOTAL 6146 MCFD, LP-437, 24 .wells on
NBU TOTAL 11,264 MCFD, 27 wells on,61 SI hi line PSI.NBU 2O-1B,

2 Belco prob, 4 SI CIG lateral ruptured
Meter station #101 LP-566, NBU 4-35B LP-710

#106 LP-550; #110 LPl550
#109 ..LP-566, NBU 29-5B SI 2" lateral ruptured

TOT GAS 17,410 MCFD

TOTAL OIL 539 BBLS

ND 1-15GR 28 BBLS, TP-20, CP-30, 10 X 86 SPMXL
ND 2-15GR 131 BBLS, 132 MCF, GOR 10008,.TP-210, 15/64 choke
DC 3-16GR SI TP-1825, SI 996 hrs
ND 3-15GR • 150 BBLS, TP-120, CP-pkr, 18/64 choke, G&T 34.3 @ 60

BS&W 2%

ND 4-21GR 20 BBLS, TP-50, CP-40, 10 X 8ô SPMXL
DC 5-16GR 60 BBLS, TP-50, CP-75, 10 X 74 SPMXL
DC 6-16GR 10 BBLS, TP-50, CP-40, 10 X 86 SPMXL
NBU 47-27B SI TP-1000, CP-1000, SI 292 hrs
SÌGU 14-34 Flowing 168 MCF in 24 hrs. TP-200, CP-175, 32/64 choke

blowing clean.

LOCATION STATUS

CWU 42-13 Location built
43-11 Location built, surface set46-30 WO USGS approval, NID sent 9-11-79, inspeäted 9-27-7947-30 WO USGS approval, NID sent 9-11-79, inspected 9-27-7948-î9 Approved

DUCK CREEK 4-17 Location built
8-16GR WO USGS appfoval, NID sent 9-21-79, inspected 10-2-79
9-16GR Approved
10-16GR Approved
11-16GR Approved
12-9GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 9-21-79, inspected 10-2-79
13-17GR SK) USGS approval, NID sent 9-21-79, inspected 10-2-79

NAT DUCK 14 15GR WQ USGS approval, NID sent 9-21-79, inspected 10-2-79
STûU 16 264 Location built

17-25 Approved¯
18-17 Location



VERNAL DÎSTRIC
OCTOBER 5, 1979

PAGE NO. 3

LOCATION STATUS

CWU 42-13 Location bùilt
43-î1 Location bùìlt, surface set
45-25 WO USGS approval, NID sent 9-î1-79, inspected 9-27-79
46-30 WO USGS approval, NID sent 9-11-79, inspected 9-27-79
47-30 WO USGS approval, NIO sent 9111-79, inspected 9-27-79
48-19 WO USGS approval, NID sent 9-11-79, insp,ected 9-27-79

NBU 68-25B Approved
DUCR CREEK 4-17 Location built

y/7-16GR Location built, surface set
8-16GR WO USGS approval, NIO sent 9-21-79
9-16GR WO USGS approval., NID sent 9-21-79
10-16GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 9-21-79
11-16GR WO USGS approval, NID saat 9-21-79

,
12-9GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 9-21-19
13-17GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 9-21-79

NAT DUCK 3-15GR Appro¾ed
14-15GR WO USGS approval, NID sent 9-21-79

TGH 16-?? Location built
17-25 Approved
18-17 - WO USGS approval, NID sent 9-11-79, inspected



STATEOF UTAH
DIVISIONOF OIL, GAS, ANDMINING

** FILE NOTATIONS **

Date: j¿f¿ /

Operatort / L.¾ A-14

Well No: /N-
Location: Sec. T. d R. / County:

FL£e Paepaaed: / / En-teAed on H.T.9.: / V /
Card indexed: / / Completion Sheet: / /

CHECKEDBY:

Admi sis t: (,Ult

Remarks:

Petroleum Engineer:

Remarks:

Director:

Remarks:

INCLUDEWITHINAPPROVALLETTER:

Bond Requixed: / / Sutvey Plat Requ¿Aed: / /
Oxdet No. SuAgace Caslag Change / /

to
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Pro¢osed Action:

On 7-18-79, Belco Petroleum Corporation filed an Application for
Pe it to Drill the No. 16-26 development well, a 7670-foot gas test
of he Wasatch Formation; located at an elevation of 4794 ft. in the
Cen er of NW/4 Section 26 T8S, R21E on Federal mineral lands and Tribal
surface; lease No. U-9613. There was no objection raised to the well-
sit not to the access road.

A r tary rig would be used for the drilling. An adequate casing and
cem nting program is proposed. Fresh-water sands and other mineral-
bea ing formations would be protected. A Blowout Preventor would be
use during the drilling of the well. The proposed pressure rating
sho ld be adequate. Details of the operator's NTL-6 10-Point Subsurface
Pla are on file in the USGSDistrict Office in Salt Lake City, Utah and
the USGSNorthern Rocky Mountain Area Office in Casper, Wyoming. The 13-
Poi t Surface Protection Plan is on file in the District Office in Salt
Lak¢ City.

A wdrking agreement has been reached with BIA - Ft. Duchesne, the -

con¶rolling surface agency. Rehabilitation plans would be decided upon -

as ¶hewell neared completion; the Surface Management Agency would be
congulted for technical expertise on those arrangements.

The operator proposes to construct a drill pad 135 ft. wide x 275 ft.
lon and a reserve pit 100 ft x 125 ft. A new access road would be
constructed 18ft. wide x 0.5 miles long and an existing road would be
upgraded to 18 ft. wide by 1.4 miles long from a maintained road. The
openator proposes to construct production facilities on disturbed area
of the proposed drill pad. If production is established, plans for a
gas flow line would be submitted to the appropriate agency for approval.
The anticipated starting date is 8-79 and duration of drilling activities
would be about 30 days.

Loc tion and Natural Setting:

The proposed drill site is approximately 8.8 miles East of Ouray,
Utad, thes nearest town. A poor road runs to within 1.9 miles of the
locjtion. This well is in the Stagecoach-Wasatch field.

Toppgraphy;

The location is on top of a flat East west trending ridge of weathered
sangstone. Small sand dunes migrate across the ridge making the
locgtion somewhat unstable.
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Geology:

The surface geology is Uintah formation - tertiary in age. The soil
is sand with mixed gravel at the surface. No geologic hazards are
known near the drillsite. Seismic risk 56r the area is moderate.
Anticipated geologic tops are filed with the 10-Point Subsurface Pro-
tection Plan.

App oval of the proposed action would be conditioned that adequate and
sufficient electric/radioactive/density logging surveys would be made to
locgte and identify any potential mineral resources. Production casing
and cementing would be adjusted to assure no influence of the hydro-
carhon zones through the well bore on these minerals. In the event the
well is abandoned, cement plugs would be placed with drilling fluid in
the hole to assure protection of any mineral resources.

The potential for loss of circulation would exist. Loss of circulation
may result in the lowering of the mud levels, which might permit exposed
upp r formations to blow out or to cause formation to slough and stick
to rill pipe. A loss of circulation would result in contamination due ,

to he introduction of drilling muds, mud chemicals, filler materials,
and water deep in to the permeable zone, fissures, fractures, and caverns
within the formation in which fluid loss is occurring. The use of
special drilling techniques, drilling muds, and lost circulation materials
may be effective in controlling lost circulation.

A géologic review of the proposed action has been furnished by the Area
Geologist, U.S. Geological Survey, Salt Lake City, Utah.

The operator's drilling, cementing, casing and blowout prevention programs
hav been reviewed by the Geological Survey engineers and determined to
be adequate.

Soils:

No detailed soil survey has been made of the project area. The top
soils in ¾hearea are a loose sandy type soil. The soil is subject to
runoff from rainfall and has a high runoff potential and sediment pro-
duction would be high. The soils are mildly to moderately alkaline and
support the salt-desert shrub community.

Top soil would be removed from the surface and stockpiled. The soil
would be spread over the surface of disturbed areas when abandoned to
aid in rehabilitation of the surface. Rehabilitation is necessary to
prevent erosion and encroachment of undesired species on the disturbed
areas. The operator proposes to rehabilitate the location and access
roads per the recommendations of the BIA - Ft. Duchesne.
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App oximately 2.3 acres of land would be stripped of vegetation. This
would increase the erosional potential. Proper cQnstruction practice,
congtruction of water bars, reseeding of slope-cut area wouldminimize
thig impact.

Air

No pecific data on air quality is available at the proposed location.
The e would be a minor increase in air pollution due to emissions from
rig and support traffic engines. Particulate matter would increase due
to ust from travel over unpaved dirt roads. The potential for in-
cre sed air pollution due to leaks, spills, and fire would be possible.

Rel tively heavy traffic would be anticipated during the drilling-
operations phase, increasing dust levels and exhaust pollutants in the
areg. If the well was to be completed for production, traffic would be
reduced substantially to a maintenance schedule with a corresponding
decrease of dust levels and exhaust pollutants to minor levels. If the .

pro ect results in a dry hole, all operations and impact from vehicular ,

tra fic would cease after abandonment. Due to the limited number of
ser ice vehicles and limited time span of their operation, the air
qua ity would not be substantially reduced.

Tox c or noxious gases would not be anticipated. "'

Pre ipitation:

Ann al rain fall should range from about 8 to 11" at the proposed
loc tion. The majority of the numerous drainages in the surrounding
are are of a non-perennial nature flowing only during early spring
run ff and during extremely heavy rain storms. This type of storm is
rat er uncommonas the normal annual precipitation is around 8".

Win s are medium and gusty, occuring predominately from West to East. Air
mas inversions are rare. The climate is semi-arid with abundant sunshine,
hot summersand cold winters with temperature variations on a daily and
sea onal basis.

Surface Water Hydrology:

The location drains south by non perennial drainage to the White River
which in turn flows to the Green River.

Somé additional erosion would be expected in the area since surface
veg4tation would be removed. If erosion became serious, drainage
systems such as water bars and dikes would be installed to minimize the
problem. The proposed project should have minor impact on the surface
water systems. The potentials for pollution would be present from leaks
or spills. The operator is required to report and clean-up all spills
or leaks.
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Groðnd Water Hydrology:

Somgminor pollution of ground water systems would occur with theintroduction of drilling fluids (filtrate) into the aquifer. This isnormal and unavoidable during rotary drilling operations The potentialfor communication, contamination and comingling of formations via thewel bore would be possible. The drilling program is designed to preventthi . There is need for more data on hydrologic systems in the area andthe drilling of this well may provide some basic information as allsho s of fresh water would be reported. Water production with the gaswou d require disposal of produced water per the requirements of NTL-2B.The 'depths of fresh water formations are listed in the 10-Point Subsur-facÀProtection Plan. The pits would be unlined. If fresh water shouldbe vailable from the well, the owner or surface agency mayrequestcom letion as a water well if given approval.

Vegdtation:

Tumbleweeds, needle rice and western wheat grasses, rabbitbrush, cactusand winterfat cover the area.
Pla ts in the area are of the salt-desert-shrub types.
Proposed action would remove about 2.3 acres of vegetation. Removal ofvegetation would increase the erosional potential and there would bea minor decrease in the amount of vegetation available for grazing.
The Operator proposes to rehabilitate the surface upon completion ofoperations.

Wildlife:

The fauna of the area consists predominantly of mule deer, antelope,coyo es, rabbits, foxes, and varieties of small ground squirrels andothe types of rodents and various types of reptiles. The area is usedby mn for the primary purpose of grazing domestic livestock and sheep.The irds of the area are raptors, finches, ground sparrows, magpies,crow , and jays.

No endangs ed plants or animals are known to inhabit the project area.

Sociël-Economic Effect:

An on the ground surface archaeological reconnaissance would be requiredprior to approval of the proposed action. Appropriate clearances wouldthen be obtained from the surface managing agency. If a historic arti-fact an archaeological feature or site is discovered during construc-tion operations; activity would cease until the extent, the scientificimportance, and the method of mitigating the adverse effects could bedetermined by a qualified cultural resource specialist.
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There are no occupied dwellings or other facilities of this nature in
the general area. Minor distractions from aesthetics would occur over
the lifetime of the project and is judged to be minor. All permanent
facil ties placed on the location would be painted a color to blend in
with he natural environment. Present use of the area is þrazing,
recre tion, and oil and gas activities.

Noise from the drilling operation may temporarily disturb wildlife and
peop1 in the area. Noise levels would be moderately high during drill-
ing a d completion operations. Upon completion, noise levels would be
infre uent and significantly less. If the area is abandoned, noise
level should return to pre-drilling levels.

The s te is visible from a major road. After drilling operations,
compl¢tion equipment would be visible to passersby of the area but
would not present a major intursion.

The eponomic effect on one well would be difficult to determine. The
overa11 effect of oil and gas drilling and production activity are
signi icant in Uintah County.

But s ould this well discover a significant new hydrocarbon source,
local, state, and possible national economics might be improved. In this
instahce, other development wells would be anticipated, with substant-
ially greater environmental and economic impacts.

Should the wellsite be abandoned, surface rehabilitation would be done
accor ing to the surface agency's requirements and to USGS's satis-
facti n. This would involve leveling, contouring, reseeding, etc., of
the 1 cation and possibly the access road. If the well should produce
hydro arbons, measures would be undertaken to protect wildlife and
domes ic stock from the production equipment.

There are no national, state, or local parks, forests, wildlife refuges '
or ranges,,grasslands, monuments, trails or other formally designated
recreational facilities near the proposed location.

Waste Disposal:

The md and reserves pits would contain all flyids used during the
drilling operations. A trash pit would be utilized for any solid wastes
generpted at the site and would be buried at the completion of the
operations. Sewagewould be handled according to State sanitary codes.
For fprther information, see the 13-Point Surface Plan.

Alternative to the Proposed Action:

(1) Ñotapproving the proposed permit-The oil and gas lease grants the
lessee exclusive right to drill for, mine, extract, remove and dispose
of all oil and gas deposits.
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Under leasing provisions, the Geological Survey has an obligation to
allow mineral development if the environmental consequences are not too
severe or irreversible. Upon rehabilitation of the site, the environ-
men(al effects of this action would be substantially mitigated, if not
tot lly annulled. Permanent damage to the surface and subsurface would
be revented as much as possible under USGS and other controlling
age cies supervision with rehabilitation planning reversing almost all
eff cts. Additionally, the growing scarcity of oil and gas should be
tak n into consideration. Therefore, the alternative of not proceeding
wit the proposed action at this time is rejected.

(2) Minor relocation of the wellsite and access road or any special,
res rictive stipulations or modifications to the proposed program would
not significantly reduce the environmental imþact. There are no severe
veg¢tative, animal or archaeological-historical-cultural conflicts at
the Isite. Since only a minor impact on the environment would be ex-
pected, the alternative of moving the location is rejected. At abandon-
ment, normal rehabilitation of the area such as contouring, reseeding,
etc., would be undertaken with an eventual return to the present status
as utlined in the 13-Point Surface Plan.

Adv rse Environmental Effects Which Cannot Be Avoided:

Surface disturbance and removal of vegetation from approximately 2.3 acres
of land surface for the lifetime of the project which would result in
inc eased and accelerated erosional potential. Grazing would be elimi-
nat¢d in the disturbed areas and there would be a minor and temporary
disturbance of wildlife and livestock. Minor induced air pollution due
to xhaust emissions from rig engines of support traffic engines would
oce r. Minor increase in dust pollution would occur due to vehicular
tra ic associated with the operation. If the well is a gas producer,
addi ional surface disturbance would be required to install production
pip lines. The potential for fires, gas leaks, and spills of oil and
wat would exist. During the construction and drilling phases of the
pro ct, noise levels would increase. Potential for sub-surface damage
to fresh water aquifers and other geologic formations exists. Minor
distractions from aesthetics during the lifetime of the project would
exist. 16 the well is a producer, an irreplaceable and irretrievable
comdittment of resources would be made. Erosion from the site would
eventually be carried as sediment in the White River. The potential for
poll.ution to the White River would exist through leaks and spills.
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Determination:

The requested action does not constitute a major Federal actionsignificantly affecting the environment in the sense of NEPA, Sec. 102(2)(C).

Date District Enginee
U.S. Geological Survey
Conservation Division
Oil and Gas Operations
Salt Lake City District
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March 3, 1980

Belco Petroleum Corp.
P.O. Box X
Vernal, Utah 84078

Re: See enclosed sheet for wells

Gentlemen:

In reference to above mentioned wells, considerable time has gone
by since approval was obtained from this office.

This office has not received any notification of spudding. If you do
not intend to drill these wells, please notify this Division. If spudding
or any other activity has taken place, please send necessary forms. If we
do not hear from your company within fifteen (15) days, we will assume you
do not intend to drill these wells and action will be taken to terminate the
application. If you plan on drilling these wells at a later date, please
notify as such.

Your prompt attention to the above will be greatly appreciated.

Very truly yours,

DIVISION OF OIL, GAS, AND MINING

JANICE TABISH
CLERK
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(1) Well No.Stagecoach 17-25
Sec. 25, T. 8S, R. 21E.
Uintah County, Utah

(2) Well No.Stagecoach 16-26
Sec. 26, T. 8S, R. 21 E.
Uintah County, Utah

(3) Well No. Natural Buttes
Sec. 25, T. 10S, R. 21E.
Uintah County,



Conservation Division
2000 Administration Building

1745 West 1700 South
Salt Lake City, Utah 84104

October 7, 1980
Belco Petroleum Corporation
P. O. Box X
Vernal, Utah 84078

Re: Returned Application for Pentit to Drill
Well No. 16-26
Section 26. T.88. R.21E
Uintah Count.y, Utah
Lease No. U-9613
Application Approved: September 26, 1979

.Well No. 17-25
Section 25, T.8S, R.21E
Uintah Count.y, Utah

, Lease No. U-9613
Application Approved:September 26, 1979

Gentlemen:

The Applications for Permit to Drill the referenced wells were approved
as indicated. Since that date no known activit.y has transpired at the
approved locations. Under current District policy (Conditions of Approval
Item No. 10), Application's for Permit to Drill are effective for a
period of one year. In viewof the foregoing this office is rescindingthe approval of the referenced applications without prejudice. If you
intend to drill at these locations on a future date, a new Application
for Permit to Ort11 must be submitted.
This office requires a letter confirming that no surface disturbance has
been madefor these drill sites. Any surface disturbance associated
with the approved locations of these wells is to be'rehabilitated. A
schedule for this rehabilitation must, then, be'súbmitted. Your cooperation
in this matter is appreciated.

$incerely yours,
'

r Sgd.) R. Ã.Henricks'
.

. M. Guyhn
District 011 and Gas Supervisor

bcc: ADCM,0&G, CR, Denver
BIA
Utah State 0&G
Utah State BLM
USGS Vernal

. Well File (2) APDControl



Apdf 3, 1981

Setco PetAoteam Coxpokat¿on
P.O. Box K
VeAnat, Utah 84078

Re: SEE ATTACHEDSHEET

Genttement

In tegekenee to aboved ment¿oned wetta, cono¿dexable time has gone
by ainee appkoval was obta¿ned goamth¿a og¿ce.

Th¿s ogiee has not «ee¿eved any not¿¿¿eat¿on og apudding. 14 you do
notintend to dx¿tt these wella, please naufg th¿á D£v¿a¿on. I apudd¿ng
or any othem act¿e¿ty has taken place pteasedend deedskaky goAms. (Ig we
do nog Aeak ¿Aom youx company-m¿th¿n(¿dteen (15) days, ice w¿ttasume you do dto
do noC¿ntend to dx¿lf these welts and act¿on m¿CLbe faken to tenm¿nate
the app£¿eaÆ¿on.] I ( you plan on dx¿£t¿ng thitettocat¿on at a laten. da e,
please not¿¿y as auch.

VouA paompt atkent¿on to the above m¿£4.be gaeatty apptec¿ated.

Very lAuly yquns,

DIVIS GAS TW
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ATTACHEDSHEET

1. (VeLLNo. Chap¿ta WeLCs#50-32 11. WeLMHo. Dach Gxeek #26-8GR
Sec. 32, T. 9S. R. 23E. Sec. ß, T. 9S. R. 20E.u¿ntah comity, utah u¿ntah County, Lttah

2. Wet£ No. Chap¿te We£La #51-32 12. Wett No. Dach Creek #27-9GR
Sec. 32, T.9S. R. 23E. See. 9, T. 9S. R. 20E.u¿ntah Comtty, LLtah u¿ntah County, utah

3. Wett No.Chap¿te Wetts #54-34 13. tvett Wo. Duck Creek #28-9GR
See. 34, T. 9S. R. 23E. Sed.9, T. 9S. R. 20E.u¿ntah Cowety, LLtah ü¿ntah Comtty, utah

4. (debt Wo. Chap¿ta WeLLS #55-20 14. Wett ¼o. Duck Caeek #29-9GR
Sec. 20, T. 95. R. 23E. Sec. 9, T. 9S. R. 20E.
ü¿ntah County, Utah ULatah Comtty, tttah

5. WeLCRo. Chap¿ta We££6 #57-29 15. We££ Ro. Duck Cteek 30-9GR
Sec. 29, T. 9S. R. 23E. Sec. 9, T. 9S. R. 29E.u¿ntah County, utah u¿ntah CountU, utah

6. Wett Wo. Dach Creek #19-16GR 16. We££4o. Duck Creek #34-17GR
See. 16, T. 9S. R. 20E. Sec. 17, T. 9S. R. 20E.
U¿ntah ComitU, Lttah u¿ntah County,,utah

7. Wett Wo. Duck Creek#21-9 17. Wett No. Waturat Duck #12-21GR
Sec.9, T.9S, R. 20E. Sec. 21. T. 9S. R. 20E.u¿ntahCounty, Lttah u¿ntahCowsty, umh

8. Wet£ Ho. Doch Cteek #22-9GR 1ß. Wett No. NatuAaß Duck #13-21GR
Sec. 9, T. 9S. R. 20E. Sec. 21, T. 9S. R. 20E.
ü¿ntah comety,utah U¿nnth County, utah

9. Wett No. Duck Creek #23-16GR 19. Wett 40. Worth Duck Creek 38-30GR
Sec. 16, T. 9S. R. 20E. See. 30, T. 8S. R. 21E.
ULatah County, UMA U¿nt.«h County, utah

10. WeL£No.tWAI Niè.ek #25-17GR 20. WeL£ko.SStagecoaeg 16-26
See. 17, T. 9S. R. 20E. Sec. 26, T. 8S. R.21E.u¿ntahCounty, ut.ah u¿ntahCounty,



P.O ox
Vernal, Utah 84078
Telephone (801) 189-0790

Belco Development Corporation

Belco
April 8, 1981

State of Utab-Dep't of Natural Resources
Division of Oil, Gas and Mining
1588 West North Temple
Salt Lake City, Utah 84116

RE: See attached sheet

Ms. Sandy Bates,

In answer to your letter of April 3, 1981, con-
cerning the applications of the wells listed on the
attached sheet, please see the notations I have made
under each of the listings.

Belco is requesting the State of Utah to extend
the State approval for the wells highlighted in yellow,
which are on our immediate drilling program, to the
date of USGS approval. Also, the Natural Duck 13-21GR
approval should arrive from the USGS approximately
4-10-81, please extend this approval.

The wells highlighted in pink .have been or will
soon be terminated by the USGS, excepting the CW #50-
32 and # 51-32 which are State leases, which have been
approved for nearly a year. These wells are not on
our immediate drilling program, and new applications
to drill will be submitted at a later date.

Also enclosed are letters.of termination.from
the USGS, on wells not listed in your letter, which
the State may also wish to terminate.

If you need any further information, please
call or write. Thank you.

Very uly your ,

nie lson
ngine epartment

Attachments

xc: file DIViSIONOF
OIL,GAS&



illt lill
ATTACHEDSHEET

1. WeLLWo. Chop¿ta We£La #50-32 11. Weff Wo. Duck Cteek #26-8GR
See. 32, T. 93. R. 23E. See. 8, T. 9S. R. 20E.u¿ntah County, utah u¿nfah County, unh

TERMINATE 5-29-81 USGS APPROVED UNTIL 10-22-80

2. We££ Wo. Chap¿te Wella #51-32 12. WeLLWo. Duch Caeek #27-9GR
See. 32, T.9S. R. 23E. See. 9, T. 9S. R. 20E.u¿ntah County, utah u¿nfah County, unh

TERMINATE 5-29-81 USGS APPROVED UNTIL 3-12-82

3. WeLL No.Chap¿to Waf£3 #54-34 13. We££ Wo. Duch Creek #28-9GR
See. 34, T. 9S. R. 23E. See.9, T. 9S. R. 20E.u¿ntah County, utah u¿ntah County, utah

USGS APPROVED UNTIL 9-16-81
USGS APPROVED UNTIL 3-12-82

4. We££ Ho. Chap¿to Wellá #55-20 14. Well No. Duch Cxeek #29-9GR
See. 20, T. 9S. R. 23E. See. 9, T. 9S. R. 20E.u¿nfahCounty, utch u¿ntah County, utah

USGS APPROVED UNTIL 10-23-81
USGS APPROVED UNTIL 3-12-82

5. We££ No. Chap¿ta Wella #57-29 15. WeLLWo. Duck Cteek 30-9GR
See. 29, T. 9S. R. 23E. See. 9, T. 93. R. 29E.u¿nfahCounty, utah uintah County, utahUSGS APPROVED UNTIL 10-23-81

USGS APPROVED UNTIL 3-12-82

6. Well Wo. Duck Creek #19-16GR 16. We££No. Duch Creek #34-17GR
See. 16, T. 9S. R. 20E. Sec. 17, T. 9S. R. 20E.u¿ntah County, utah uintah County,

,
utah

TERMINATE 4-24-81 UsGS APPROVED UNTIL 9-19-80

7. Wett Wo. Duch Creeh#21-9 17. We££ No. Waturet Duch #12-21GR
Sec.9, T.9S. R. 20E. See. 21. T. 9S. R. 20E.uintah County, utah u¿ntah County, utah

TERMINATE 4-24-81 -SPUDDED 4-3-817

8. We£t No. Duch Creek #22-9GR 18. Wett No. WatuAa£ Duck #13-21GR
See. 9, T. 9S. R. 20E. See. 21, T. 9S. R. 20E.u¿ntah County, utah U¿nfah County, utah

USGS APPROVED UNTIL 11-3-81 USGS APPROVAL SHOULD ARRIVE THIS WEE

9. We££ Wo. Duch Creek #23-16GR 19. We££ NO. No,rth Duch Creek 38-30GR
Sec. 16, T. 93. R. 20E. See. 30, T. 8S. R. 21E.
U¿ntah County, utah . U¿ntah County, Utah

USGS APPROVED UNTIL 11-3-81
USGS APPROVED UNTIL 11-3-81

10. We££ Wo.Duch C eek #25-17GR 20. We£¿ Wo. .Stagecoach 16-26
See. 17, T. 9S. R. 20E. See. 26, T. 8S. R.2]E.u¿ntah County, utah u¿nfah County, utah

USGS APPROVED UNTIL 11-12-81 TERMINATED
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